From: Rose Brogden on behalf of Group R8Eisc

To: Smith, Paula

Cc: Mylott, Richard; Group R8Eisc

Subject: Fw: ATTENTION SHAUN McGRATH, ADMINISTRATOR...go after an innocent family in Wyoming over a small
pond...

Date: Monday, March 17, 2014 8:51:08 AM

From: ROBERT SCHMIDT{PQ @)J

To: Group R8Eisc/OCP/R8/USEPA/US@EPA

Date: 03/14/2014 07:09 PM

Subject: ATTENTION SHAUN McGRATH, ADMINISTRATOR

Dear Shaun,

It is inconceivable to me, Shaun, that you and the EPA, the bureaucratic Federal agency that
you supposedly “work for” have nothing better to do than go after an innocent family in
Wyoming over a small pond they constructed on eight acres of property they own. Are you
willing to give me your home address so | can make sure that you have not constructed a
1000 gallon Koi pond in your backyard? Of course not.

Are you even aware of this action? | am sure that as "Administrator” (what a stupid title, by
the way) for the EPA's Region 8 you damn well better be aware of it. Are you in charge? Or
are you a clerk? What the hell is an "Administrator"?

How can you not understand that all you are doing is wasting taxpayers’ hard-earned money
on this. You and your fellow Federal government workers (if one can realistically call them
“workers” when they simply create work to keep their jobs) better start to worry. There may
come a day when a very good internet hacker brings together a whole bunch of American
citizens who agree to claim ten or more exemptions for payroll tax withholding purposes.

Guess what that means, if you have any idea more than what water is? It means all of a
sudden the flow of American citizens’ money to you simply stops. At least long enough that
you may not get a paycheck.

Why don’t you try to find a real job? I already know why, you couldn’t if you tried. Shaun,
have a great day at my expense.

Sincerely,
Rob Schmidt
(b) (6)
CcO () (6)
(b) (6)

PS: 1 would be amazed if my email is even forwarded to you (I am sure you are to busy),



more amazed if you actually read my email and | would probably have a heart attack if you
actually responded. The EPA is so out of control their "workers" should be forced to swim
naked at the bottom of an outhouse.

Fox News:

All Andy Johnson wanted to do was build a stock pond on his sprawling eight-acre Wyoming
farm. He and his wife Katie spent hours constructing it, filling it with crystal-clear water, and
bringing in brook and brown trout, ducks and geese. It was a place where his horses could
drink and graze and a private playground for his three children.

But instead of enjoying the fruits of his labor, the Wyoming welder says he was harangued by
the federal government, stuck in what he calls a petty power play by the Environmental
Protection Agency. He claims the agency is now threatening him with civil and criminal
penalties — including the threat of a $75,000-a-day fine.

“I have not paid them a dime nor will I,” a defiant Johnson told FoxNews.com. “I will go
bankrupt if I have to fighting it. My wife and I built [the pond] together. We put our blood,
sweat and tears into it. It was our dream.”

But Johnson may be in for a rude awakening.

The government says he violated the Clean Water Act by building a dam on a creek without a
permit from the Army Corps of Engineers. Further, the EPA claims that material from his
pond is being discharged into other waterways. Johnson says he built a stock pond -- a man-
made pond meant to attract wildlife -- which is exempt from Clean Water Act regulations.

The property owner says he followed the state rules for a stock pond when he built it in 2012
and has an April 4-dated letter from the Wyoming State Engineer’s Office to prove it. “Said
permit is in good standing and is entitled to be exercised exactly as permitted,” the state
agency letter to Johnson said.

But the EPA isn’t backing down and argues they have final say over the issue. They also say
Johnson needs to restore the land or face the fines. Johnson plans to fight. “This goes a lot
further than a pond,” he said. “It’s about a person’s rights. | have three little kids. | am not
going to roll over and let [the government] tell me what | can do on my land. I followed the
rules.”

Johnson says he was “bombarded by hopelessness” when he first received the administrative
order from the EPA. He then turned to state lawmakers who fast-tracked his pleas to
Wyoming’s two U.S. senators, John Barrasso and Mike Enzi, and Louisiana Sen. David
Vitter. The Republican lawmakers sent a March 12 letter to Nancy Stoner, the EPA’s acting
assistant administration for water, saying they were “troubled” by Johnson’s case and
demanding the EPA withdraw the compliance order.

“Rather than a sober administration of the Clean Water Act, the Compliance Order reads like a
draconian edict of a heavy-handed bureaucracy,” the letter states. The EPA order on Jan. 30
gave Johnson 30 days to hire a consultant and have him or her assess the impact of the
supposed unauthorized discharges. The report was also supposed to include a restoration
proposal to be approved by the EPA as well as contain a schedule requiring all work be
completed within 60 days of the plan's approval. If Johnson doesn’t comply -- and he hasn't



so far -- he’s subject to $37,500 per day in civil penalties as well as another $37,500 per day
in fines for statutory violations.

The senators' letter questioned the argument that Johnson built a dam and not a stock pond.

“Fairness and due process require the EPA base its compliance order on more than an
assumption,” they wrote. “Instead of treating Mr. Johnson as guilty until he proves his
innocence by demonstrating his entitlement to the Clean Water Act section 404 (f)(1)(C)
stock pond exemption, EPA should make its case that a dam was built and that the Section
404 exemption does not apply.”

The EPA told FoxNews.com that it is reviewing the senators' letter. "We will carefully
evaluate any additional information received, and all of the facts regarding this case," a
spokeswoman for the agency said. The authority of the EPA has recently been called into
question over proposed rule changes that would redefine what bodies of water the government
agency will oversee under the Clean Water Act. The proposed changes would give the
agency a say in ponds, lakes, wetlands and any stream -- natural or man-made -- that would
have an effect on downstream navigable waters on both public land and private property. “If
the compliance order stands as an example of how EPA intends to operate after completing its
current “‘waters of the United States’ rule-making, it should give pause to each and every
landowner throughout the country,” the letter states.

For now, the matter remains unresolved. Johnson says he’s not budging and there’s been no
indication from the EPA they will withdraw the compliance order. Regardless of the
outcome, Johnson says his legal fight with the government agency is a teachable moment for
his kids. “This is showing them that they shouldn’t back down,” Johnson said. “If you need
to stand up and fight, you do it.”

AND FIGHT WE WILL. THE TEA PARTY WILL WIN IN THE END.





